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Students Trained For Sit-In Strife 





Experts Puzzled --- 


Reject 

Mix Bid 
Negro and Puerto Rican oc- 

cupants of New York City’s 

blackboard jungles dismayed the | 
experts this month by failing to | 
jump at the chance for class- | 
room integration. 

New York City’s board of edu- | 
cation changed its zoning poli- 
cies as schools opened Sept. 12. 
Pupils attending a total of 21} 
junior or senior high schools | 
with 85 per cent or more Negro | 
or Puerto Rican concentration were | 
given the opportunity to transfer to 
30 schools with higher percentages 
of white enrollment. | 

School officials who jubilantly an- 
nounced the new policy predicted 
that 3,000 Negroes and Puerto Ricans 
would take advantage of the integra- 
tion opportunity and request trans- 
fers. A total of 12,000 application 
forms were distributed to pupils. 

But only 384 applied for permits 
to change schools. 

The board promptly ordered a study 
to see why integration wasn’t popular 
—even among Negroes and Puerto 
Ricans. 

One official was gloomy. “It 
could be,” he said, “that the parents 
weighed the advantages of sending 
their children to schools in other 
areas against the benefits of keep- 
ing them in neighborhood schools 
and found that they preferred to 
keep their youngsters where they 
are.” 

But most educators were stunned, 

expressing disbelief at the low transfer 

rate. The board had confidently pre- 
dicted that next fall, when the same 
transfer policy was to have been made 

applicable to elementary schools, a 

total of 15,000 children would wander 

from school to school in search of 
integration. 

Superintendent John J. Theobald 
promptly advanced plans for elemen- 
tary transfers, opening the way for 
moves by third, fourth and fifth grad- 
ers next month. 

Informed observers expressed doubt 
that many transfer applications will 
be reccived. 

(Editor's Note — The patent 
failure of this latest attempt at inte- 

_ gration-by-coercion leaves desperate 
New York school authorities with 
but one alternative: PAY the little 
monsters to move to white schools! 
The failure proves what we've been 
saying all along—that the vast ma- 
jority of pupils, be they white, 
black, green or blue, prefer to at- 
tend school with their own kind. 
Only an occasional oddball or per- 
sonality-problem-type seeks to force 
his way where he’s not wanted. This 
has once again been demonstrated, 
this month, in New York City. Sure- 
ly, no one can claim that any bar- 
riers were imposed on any Bronx 
black who sought migration to 
white classrooms. Yet, only 10 per 
cent of the expected number re- 


quested transfers. The lesson is 
plain.) 














No Man Escapes 


For no man escapes 
When freedom fails, 
The best of men rot 
In filthy jails; 
And they who cried 
“Appease, Appease” 
Are hanged by men 





They tried to please. 


Pinning A Tail On This Donkey 








South Is Victim Of 
Installment Plan Surrender 


(Editor’s Note—The following expression of opinion ap- 
peared originally in Roy V. Harris’ newspaper, the Augusta, 
Ga., Courier, shortly before the people of Georgia voted on 
whether the state’s Democratic Electors should be pledged 
or unpledged. Mr. Harris is given major credit for the large 
majority favoring Unpledged Electors. A prominent attorney 
and businessman as well as a publisher, he has served for the 
past two years as president of the Citizens’ Councils of 
America, the Southwide coordinating body of the Council 
movement.) 

By Roy V. Harris 


President, Citizens’ Councils of America 


I don't like this idea of surrendering on the installment plan. 

Yet, that is what the leaders of the South have been doing 
every four years since 1936. 

We are just surrendering a little bit at a time and now 
we have about surrendered and abandoned all our rights and 
all our freeedoms. 

At the 1936 convention of the Democratic Party, it was pro- 
posed to abandon the two-thirds rule. Up until that time, it was 
necessary for a candidate to receive a vote of two-thirds of all the 
delegates to the convention before he could be nominated. We 
surrendered and then our troubles began. 

Up until that time, they had to have the South to get the 
nomination. From then on, they didn’t need us and we have 
been getting little consideration since that time. 

When the convention met in Philadelphia in 1948, Harry 
Truman’s Civil Rights Commission had just made its report and 
the Democratic platform endorsed it. 

We nominated Dick Russell at the convention in Philadelphia 
and, of course, he was defeated. 

From all over the South, the people began to squawk. 

The Democrats in the South began to shout revolt and they 
talked a good game. 

Then Strom Thurmond and Governor Fielding Wright, and 
others, organized the Dixiecrat movement that year and they 
managed to carry three or four states in his race for President. 

We talked a good game, but we did not follow this oppor- 
tunity. 

It was a great opportunity. If Strom Thurmond and 
Fielding Wright had carried two more states, the election 

(Continued on page 2) 





Peacemakers’ Hold 


Mixing Institute 


With Jailb 


ird Faculty 


A unique training course for pacifists, held this month in 
New London, Conn., could spell trouble for the South in the 
months ahead. The announced program of the sponsoring group 
could eventually result in internal strife in many Southern states. 

This year, the group’s program — entitled “Training In 
Non-Violence” — was expanded to include courses on how to 


invade white swimming pools 


and beaches in the South and 


how to stage sit-in demonstrations. 





In a massive appeal last* 


spring, this training school sent 
out literature to colleges and 
universities throughout the na- 
tion in an attempt to recuit stu- 
dents for the program. 


Colleges throughout the 
South, both white and Negro, 
received the printed appeals. 


In a 16-day program which 
concluded Sept. 4, “Training 
In Non-Violence” offered a 
complete condensed course in 
how to subvert the lawful pro- 
cedures of daily life and gov- 
ernment in the United States. 


Sponsored by a radical paci- 
fist group labeled “Peacemak- 
ers,” the course in non-violent 
action listed some 26 faculty 
members who trained students 
in passive resistance pro- 
cedures, 


An editorial board member of the 
“Peacemakers” publication, Arthur 
Harvey, described the movement as 
being “a radical pacifist organization. 
We are against war preparations dnd 
against use of income tax for war 
purposes. Our members also oppose 
mandatory registration for the draft.” 

Harvey, incidentally, recently com- 
pleted serving a 6-month jail term for 
attempting to halt construction of the 
new ICBM base in Omaha, Nebraska. 
At least, that’s what the “Peacemak- 
ers” proudly proclaim in their printed 
literature. 

Harvey denies being affiliated in 
any way with the Communists. 

But on the faculty of the insti- 
tute, Harvey shares billing with one 
Carl Braden, field secretary for the 
Southern Conference Educational 
Fund, a group designated by a 
Congressional subcommittee as “a 
Communist front.” Braden, if the 
courts are to be believed, is a re- 
cent convert to non-violence. He is 
currently free on bail pending U. S. 
Supreme Court review of a sedition 
conviction. ~ 

In the printed brochure distributed 
by the seminar, a brief sketch is given 
of several of the faculty members. 
Some of the staff of this training 
school are: Cincinnati minister 
Maurice McCrackin, who just served 
6 months in jail for not paying income 
taxes for defense spending; Karl 
Meyer, a Harvey help-mate in the 
Omaha protest who also served a jail 
sentence; Wallace Nelson, imprisoned 
for his opposition to World War II 
and described by the pamphlet as 
“long active in non-violent projects 
against segregation”; Ruth Reynolds, 
“active in promoting Puerto Rico’s in- 
dependence”; Robert Swann, “builder 
of integrated housing projects” and 
formerly imprisoned as a World War 
II objector; Marjorie Swann, another 
imprisoned for trying to stop ICBM 
construction at Omaha; Juanita Nel- 
son, “income tax refuser”; and. Fred 
Shuttlesworth, Negro integration lead- 
er in Birmingham, Ala. 

The “Peacemaker” program this 
year included courses and discus- 
sions of such topics as “testing a 
Jim Crow swimming pool,” “Lunch 
counter sit-ins and other forms of 
resistance to racial discrimination,” 


“New economic relationships,” 
“Sharing the intentional community 
and workers’, cooperatives,” and 
other such topics related to so- 
called non-violent action in opposi- 
tion to “the old society.” 


All of these topics were listed, in 
the group’s literature along with many 
others. As the- brochure proudly an- 
nounced: “All over the world, small 
| groups of aroused men and women 
are marching, picketing, conducting 
tax strikes, invading war plants, and 
lying in front of munitions trucks to 
clog the war-making activities of the 
state.” 








This was the fourth such program 
conducted by the “Peacemakers” 
group. It is similar to many programs 
|being conducted by other radical 
|groups, such as CORE and the 
| NAACP, about the country. 


Whether the participants joined in 
this program from misguided idealism 
or were directed by all-knowing pres- 
sure groups with hidden motives is 
not known. 





Certainly, however, this and all the 
similar groups move outside the 
normal channels of free government 
and seek to establish their alleged 
“rights” by passive resistance mea- 
sures. 


Yet these measures invariably fall 
outside of legal limits and invari- 
ably, such groups as the “Peace- 
makers” are usually discovered to 
be actually “Troublemakers.” 


It seems safe to say that if they 
invade the South in any sizeable 
numbers, they will be asking for the 
trouble they seek to make. 


Southerners have learned in recent 
years to look behind high-sounding 
names, and to cautiously examine the 
real motives of itinerant bands of 
agitators. 





Virginia NAACP Is 
Dealt Legal Blow 


The NAACP was dealt a legal set- 
back in Virginia this month, when 
the Virginia Supreme Court ruled that 
the NAACP and its tax-exempt “Legal 
Defense and Education Fund” were 
clearly engaged in the unlawful solici- 
tation of legal business for their at- 
torneys. 


In an opinion by Justice Law- 
rence W. I’Anson, the high court 
said, “When we apply the plain 
language and meaning of the sta- 
tutes to the evidence it is per- 
fectly manifest that the NAACP, its 
Virginia conference, its branches 
and the fund are engaged in un- 
lawful solicitation of legal business 
for their attorneys in which result- 
ing litigation they are not parties 
and have no pecuniary right or 
liability.” 

The court addéd that a State had 
a perfect right to regulate the practice 
of law in accordance with the stand- 
ards of legal ethics under its police 
powers. It said the fund did not serve 
as a legal aid society, since those 
it aided were not necessarily indigent 
and the aid was given only in matters 
where questions of constitutional 
rights were involved. 
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South Is Victim Of Installment Plan Surrender 


(Continued from page 1) 


of the President would have been thrown into the House and 
the Southerners would have been in position to dictate terms. 

Yet, our leaders failed us in this hour of crisis and surrendered 
just a little bit more. They shouted, “Stay in the party and fight 
out your battles within the party.” 

But it was just another surrender on the installment plan. 

In 1952, the Democrats met in convention in Chicago. Dick 
Russell was a candidate for nomination again'and Stevenson got 
the nomination. 

The platform went further against us than did the platform 
cf 1948. We shouted and talked about revolt, but we didn’t revolt. 

1956 was similar to 1952. 

Then, in 1957, the Civil Rights Bill came before the Con- 
gress. Most of our leaders went along with Lyndon Johnson 
on a compromise to surrender just a little bit more on this in- 
stallment plan of surrendering. 

In 1959, there was another Civil Rights Bill and Southern 
leaders once again followed Lyndon Johnson into another install- 
ment on this plan of surrender. 

Those of our leaders from the South who did not follow 
Lyndon Johnson in 1957 and 1959 came home and said the com- 
promise kept the bill from being much worse than it was. 

But, it was still another surrender installment on both 
occasions. 

And now, we face 1960. The candidates of the Democratic 
Party and the platform are even worse than they were in 1952 
and 1956. 

On the subject of civil rights, the Democratic platform today 
is the most radical plank that has ever been written by any politi- 
cal party. 

The Republican Party’s platform on the same subject is 
equally as radical. 

Now, this year, Senator Kennedy says that this will be the 
closet election held in this country in the last fifty years. 

Vice President Nixon says it is awfully close and every pos- 
sible state will be needed to win. 

Both candidates bear out what the experts are saying. 
This will be an awfully close election. 

As a matter of fact, Truman beat Dewey in 1948 when one 
vote in each voting precinct taken away from Truman and given 
to Dewey would have changed the results in two states and would 
have thrown the election of a President into the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Recently, a United States Senator was elected by a one-vote 
margin for each precinct in that state. 

In 1877, Rutherford B. Hayes was elected President of the 
United States by one vote in the Congress. 

Senator John Kennedy, at a party caucus of political leaders 
at Senator Ellender’s place in Louisiana recently, stated to his 
colleagues that the South this year has the power to make or break 
the Democratic Party. 

It is believed that Senator Kennedy is correct. 

If so, that gives the South an opportunity to get the 
radicals in the Democratic Party and the radicals in the 
Republican Party off our necks. 

By simply electing Unpledged Electors, we woyld have 
a weapon by which we can teach both parties a lesson. 
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It would put us in a trading position and in a position to trade 
for concessions for dur votes. 

Otherwise, we could vote for someone like Senator Russell, 
or Senator Harry Byrd, and that would throw the election into 
the House. 

At the next Congress, the Democrats will have a majority 
in the House. If the election of a President were thrown into 
the House under these conditions, the House would be forced 
to choose from either Senator Kennedy, Vice President Nixon 
or Russell or Byrd, whichever got the Southern vote. 

When Congress meets, the Republicans, under that situation, 
would know that the Democrats had the votes, if they stuck to- 
gether, to elect Senator Kennedy. 

The Republicans would join the Democrats in the House and 
vote for either Senator Russell or Senator Byrd to prevent Senator 
Kennedy from being President. 

Now, our Southern leaders aren't taking advantage of 
this opportunity. They are surrendering again. They are sur- 
rendering piecemeal. Once again, it is surrender on the in- 
stallment plan. 

They are still shouting to forget the candidates, forget the 
platforms and forget the principles for which the candidates stand 
and let's stay by the party. 

I have said time and time again, and I repeat it, there is 
only one issue between Kennedy and Nixon so far as the 
South is concerned. That is the question of which you prefer 
to officiate at your hanging—Kennedy or Nixon. 

I have had a sneaky feeling all along that this would be an 
awfully close election and independent electors from four or five 
Southern states would be able to control. 

Sen. Herman Talmadge told the Augusta Kiwanis Club on 
Aug. 1, 1960: 

“If the South would demonstrate its willingness to defend 
itself by having unpledged electors, we could be in a position to 
be bartered with and negotiated with.” 

Now, I think that we could do a better job than negotiating 
and bargaining. I think it is entirely possible that if four or five 
states in the South stand together, we could name a Southerner 
as President next time. 

I have been contending this for several years, and every 
day it looks as if we are absolutely correct. The trouble with 
us is that we can’t get our leaders to fight. They seem to be 
lost: 

There seems to be a fog of confusion hanging around our 
leaders and they seem to be timid about stepping out and taking 
a firm position in defense of the South. 

If we people in the South aren't willing to fight in our own 
defense, and if our leaders aren't willing to use every opportunity 
to protect the people of the South, then we are doomed. 


It is up to the people. You can rise up and take matters into 
your own hands. You can demand of your leaders more intelligent 
leadership in the future. 


If you demand it, you will get it. 





Our Only Election Comment 


This will be our first (and only) pre-election editorial dealing 
with the November Presidential race. 

The Citizens’ Councils have, from their inception more 
than six years ago, been non-partisan in nature. 

But there is a vast difference between being non-partisan 
and being non-political. To our way of thinking, being non-partisan 
means simply that we have refrained from supporting the candi- 
dates and political philosophies of one party, while opposing the 
other. . 

Non-political, on the other hand, connotes a hands-off, backs- 
turned attitude towards national affairs. It means, in a word, 
political indifference. 

Since the current crisis in race relations was brought 
about largely by political action, and since its solution lies in 
the political arena, it would be blindness or worse for us to 
pretend unconcern with political developments. 

The Citizens’ Councils have one primary organizational pur- 
pose—to restore the philosophies of States’ Rights and mm rel 
tegrity to their former pre-eminent position in our national, state 
and local governments throughout the United States. Other groups 
are organized to cope with fiscal matters, taxation, business and 
industry, and the other problems which confrc our nation, We 
are the only national organization operating wit. n our sphere. 

Both national political parties have made it easy for us to be 
non-partisan. without assuming a non-political attitude of indif- 
ference. Both national parties have adopted platforms and selected 
candidates pledged to the total and immediate destruction of the 
South. 

Both parties—and their candidates—hold views directly 
opposed to ours in the field of race relations. 

Both parties—and their candidates—are pledged to secure 
the maximum amount of integration in the minimum amount, of 
time. Both parties—and their candidates—are scheming constant- 
ly to attract Negro bloc votes in the Northern big cities. 


In short, we have reached a conclusion which should be 
obvious to anyone who has read the platforms and listened to 
the candidates: 


A vote for John Kennedy is a vote for integration. 
A vote for Richard Nixon is likewise a vote for integration. 
This is our objective, non-partisan appraisal. We would be 





less than honest if we stated our position less bluntly. 





Report From 
Tennessee 


By Richard Burrow, Jr. 





Reconstruction II is underway in 
Tennessee} 


U. S. Attorney-General William P. 
Rogers has filed suit in Federal Dis- 
trict Court in Memphis, charging that 
economic pressure was used to pre- 
vent Negroes from registering to vote 
in Haywood County, Tenn. The action 
names 29 defendants, including two 
banks and 27 individuals. 


It marks the first use of a section 
of the 1957 Civil Rights Act which 
prohibits intimidation or threats to 
prevent voting registrations by eligi- 
ble citizens. 


The banks named in the suit are 
the First State Bank of Brownsville 
and the Peoples Bank of Stanton. The 
other defendants are individuals living 
in Haywood County. 


The Federal government charges 
that this group conspired to bring 
about economic discrimination against 
Negroes identified with the Haywood 
County Civil and W elf are League, 
which was organized in 1959 to en- 
courage Negroes to register and vote. 


The complaint alleges the eco- 
nomic pressures included: 


e@ Termination of sharecrop and 
tenant farming relationships. 


e Termination of employment. 


e@ Refusal to sell necessary goods 
and services to certain Negroes, 
either on credit or for cash. 


e Refusal to lend money to 
Negroes. 


e@ Refusal to deal with merchants 
suspected of selling to Negroes. 


e@ Inducing suppliers of such 
merchants not to deal with them. 


The Sept. 10 issue of National Re- 
view contains a timely article by Dr. 
Donald Davidson of Vanderbilt Uni- 
versity. In his essay, Dr. Davidson 
contends that the Southern states are 
grappling at close quarters with the 
vast, immensely powerful Leviathan 
government which we have allowed to 
grow up in Washington. He writes: 


“On short notice, that government 
can land armed paratroopers anywhere 
in a matters of hours. {t can throw its 
net of FBI operatives over the homes 
and offices of any community. That, 
and much more, is what the Southem 
states face. 


“Much more, because of the tre- 
mendous discretionary powers vested 
in the Federal District courts, which, 
under the Supreme Court ruling, can 
take over the administration of schools 
and school systems. Through the use 
of injunctions and contempt of court 
proceedings, a Federal judge on very 
thin excuse can throw citizens into 
jail for peaceful protest, can try and 
sentence them, in some cases without 
a jury trial. He can, in effect, end the 
tights of assembly and free speech 
guaranteed under the First Amend- 
ment. F 


“He can do this as long as he 
holds a school desegregation case 
under his jurisdiction, as the Su- 
preme Court has empowered and 
directed him to do; and that may 
be for years. Thus, by judicial pro- 
cess, under our present Leviathan 
government, the schools of certain 
Southern communities have already 
been converted into Federal jails, 
in which the pupils, both white and 
Negro, are in effect prisoners: and 
the teachers are converted into 
prison guards. 


“So far as our judicial institutions 
are concerned, it is a retrogression to 
the notorious Star Chamber methods 
of 17th-century England.” 


Dr. Davidson, a noted author and 
scholar, is presently serving as chair- 
man of the board of the Tennessee 
Federation for Constitutional Govern- 
ment. 


Chattanooga—A n_ explosive, pre- 
dawn fire has heavily damaged a 
house which a white couple planned 
to sell to a Negro family. It was the 
sixth such incident in Chattanooga in 
the past two months. 


All of the explosions appeared 
aimed at stemming an influx of 
Negroes into historically white neigh- 
borhoods. However, it has been 


pointed out that the, “sit-ins” and at- 
temps to integrate the city’s schools 
may have prompted some of the 





bombings. 
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Eagle In The Henhouse 


(From South Magazine) 


An idea likely to shock most Americans at first glimmer holds that the 
most-quoted clause of the Declaration of Independence—that all men are 
created equal—not only misstates the truth but is perhaps the greatest social 
and politicai liability of the United States. 

We have often harbored suspicions concerning supposed im- 
pregnable accuracy of the wholesale-equality notion, especially when 
seen in the light of many propaganda offshoots that suppress basic 
rights and liberties in its sacrosanct name. We have been more than 
dubious under the heavy hand of Supreme Court school desegrega- 
tion departure from accepted, and happily workable, “separate but 
equal” interpretations, by earlier courts, of the same Constitution. 
Now comes a distinguished Southern attorney to clearly delineate the 

cenflict in its historical perspective and destructive force. August’s American 
Bar Association Journal provides the soundingboard as R. Carter Pittman of 
Dalton, Ga., presents a scholarly extension of Alexander Hamilton’s salient 
utterance made amid Revolutionary thunder: 

“Inequality will exist as long as liberty exists. It unavoidably 
results from that very liberty itself.” 

Prominent legal writer and retired member of his state’s Board of Bar 
Examiners, Pittman traces with ample documentation the origin and adoption 
of terms defining rights and freedoms in our national history and the basic 
law of other countries, including Russia. He demonstrates their abuse and 
misconstruction intended to undermine Americanism’s philosophy and strength. 


For flagrant example at high level he cites the Jefferson 
Memorial inscription using a Thomas Jefferson fragment—‘“Nothing 
is more certainly written in the book of fate than that these 
people are to be free”—but omitting the rest of the sentence: 
“nor is it less certain that the two races, equally free, cannot live 
in the same government.” 


His research discovers Jefferson’s onetime rival John Adams, in mellowed 
1813 writing to Jefferson as a bosom friend, declaring “Inequalities of mind 
end body are so established by God Almighty in his constitution of human 
nature that no art or policy can ever plane them down to a level .. . 
The golden rule, do as you would be done by, is all the equality that can 
be supported or defended by reason'or common sense.” 


Counsellor Pittman points out that “the Declaration of Independence 
never became living law in America, and no provision of the Federal Con- 
stitution or Bill of Rights can be traced to it.” In his opinion, “its influence 
in state constitutions and bills of rights has been insignificant.” 


He argues forcefully that the Declaration, written amid the young 
Revolution’s dark death struggle, had the primary purpose ‘of bringing 
France, where human equality was a bloody but popular creed, into the 
unequal conflict against England. 


“No one questions the right of all men to equal justice under 
law,” Pittman states, “but propagandists have carried the doctrine 
beyond equality of rights to equality of things, and men are heard 
to proclaim human equality who would revolt at the suggestion 
that all birds, all fish, all cattle, all dogs and all race horses are 
equal.” 


Says Pittman: “It is inequality that gives enlargement to religion, to 
intellect, to energy, to virtue, to love and to wealth. Equality of intellect 
stabilizes mediocrity. Equality of wealth makes all men poor. Equality of 
religion destroys all creeds. Equality of energy renders all men sluggards . . . 


“Equality homogenizes, so that cream does not rise to the top. 
It puts the eagle in the henhouse so that he may no longer soar. 
It subverts civilization by encouraging the Hottentot to claim equal 
footing with the cultured and intellectual in any scheme of social 
administration.” 


a 

As Pittman reports, Gunnar Myrdal’s American Dilemma, guidebook of 
the Supreme Coutt in ordering integration of schools, notes with Hamilton 
the “inherent conflict” between equality and liberty, then observes that 
“equality is slowly winning.” Myrdal further finds the judicial order opposed 
“jn many respects” to the equality creed. 


“Naturally so,” counters Pittman, “because liberty may not exist 
without a Constitution sustained, as written, by an emancipated 
judiciary selected for learning ard honor. Equality may be estab- 
lished only when the judiciary is so prostituted that it will under- 
mine that which its members take an oath to support.” 


Attorney Pittman notes that the Eighth Congress of the Communist 
International, held in Moscow in 1928, agreed on advocating “social equality” 
as the surest method of destroying free governments. Russia’s constitution 
pays lip service to “equality of rights of citizens of the U.S.S.R.” 


But Robert P. Kennedy’s 1955 tour of the Soviet interior brought back 
information of wage, housing and school preferment for European Russians 
over natives of the visited region. “The whole pattern of segregation and 
discrimination was as pronounced in this area as virtually anywhere else in 
the world,” Kennedy wrote. 


Pittman classifies the clause, “all men are equal,” as a Com- 
munist tool “that has already done more harm to America than can 
ever be repaired.” He quotes Aristotle (“equality may exist only 
among slaves”) and adds: “Equality may be imposed only in a 
despotism . . . It is nowhere sought to be imposed except in the 
communistic sewers of slavic slavery.” Far from being the American 
creed, equality is “the creed of Marxism and the come-on of Com- 
munism.” 


To us it appears that able attorney Pittman has crystallized a mass 
ol spongy thinking into a hard core of evident truth. He cogently com- 
municates his country’s credo of individual’ worth untrampled by bull-dozed 
social leveling and Red-devilish lies. 
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Electoral College System Explained; 
How Do Unpledged Electors Function? 


(Editor’s Note—Since many of 
our readers have asked us to pub- 
lish an explanation of the Elec- 
toral College system and how it 
operates, we are happy to present 
the following article as a public 
service. Its author, Judge M. M. 
McGowan, is a distinguished cir- 
cuit judge in Jackson, Miss., and a 
veteran of many years on the 
bench.) 

By Judge M. M. McGowan 
The framers of the Constitution 

provided that the President and Vice 
President should be elected, not di- 
rectly by the people, but by presi- 
dential electors. These electors ‘are 
elected each presidential election year 
by the people on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday in November. 
The electors cast their votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President on the first 
Monday after the second Wednesday 
of December. 

These two dates are fixed by act of 
Congress. Article II Sec. 4 of the 
Constitution provides: “The Congress 
may determine the time of choosing 
the electors, and the day on which 
they shall give their votes; which day 
shall be the same throughout the 
United States.” 

Each state shall have the number 
of electors “equal to the whole num- 
ber of senators and representatives to 
which the state may be entitled in 
the Congress.” 

The electors were supposed to use 
discretion in selecting the President, 
and hence in the beginning, men of 
great prominence were elected as 
electors. 

In the beginning, there were no 
political parties. In fact, they never 
became actually operative as such 
until Jackson’s time in the late 1820s. 
There were indentifiable political 
theories or philosophies to which the 
people attached themselves, such as 
the Federalists of Hamilton and 
Adams, and the Republicans of Jef- 
ferson, but no parties as we know 
them today. 

The electors as a group are 
referred to as the “Electoral Col- 
lege,” but as an organization it 
does not actually exist. The elec- 
tors at the appointed time cast 
their votes fer President and Vice 
President by making a list of the 
same and signing and transmitting 
it to the seat of the government, 
directed to the President of the 
Senate, who opens and canvasses 
the returns in the presence of the 
joint session of the Congress. 

It requires a majority of the 
electors to elect. At the present 
time, a majority is 269. If no one 
receives a majority, then the 
House of Representatives elects 
the President, each state having 
one vote, and a majority of the 
states being required to elect. 
The choice is made from the 
highest three. If no one receives 
a majority for Vice President, 
then the Senate elects the Vice 
President, under the same terms 
and conditions as prevail in the 
election of the President. 

On two occasions the election has 
been thrown into the Congress. In 
January, 1801, following the 1800 
elections, Thomas Jefferson (of the 
Republican philosophy, which later 
became the Democratic Party) was 
elected. In January, 1825, following 
the 1824 election, John Quincy Adams, 
of the Federalist belief; was elected. 

After the rise of political parties, 
each political party in each state, put 
up its slate of electors. These electors 
are presumptively bound to cast their 
vote for the party nominee. 

With this background, let us ana- 
lyze the situation as it prevails today. 
We hear much of “unpledged elec- 
tors” and “independent electors.” 
What of the States’ Rights movement 
of 1948? Was it a party bolt? Was 
it a third party? 

An “unpledged” elector is one put 
up by a regular political party, such 
as the Democratic Party of Mississippi, 
but who is freed by appropriate action 
of the party convention from voting 
for the national party nominee. An 
“independent” elector is one not put 
up by any political party. Since an 
elector is a public officer, like any 
other public officer, actually any per- 
son might run for it. When an elector 
casts his vote for President, if he is 
elected, then the office becomes 
functus and is at an end. 

The States’ Rights movement 
of 1948 was not a third party 
movement. It was a party bolt 
only to the extent that the Demo- 
cratic party organizations of four 
Southern States — Mississippi, 





Louisiana, Alabama and South 

Carolina — refused to accept the 

nominees and platform of the 

National Democratic Party and 

put up candidates of their own. 

It was a disassociation with the 

national party at the presidential 

level. It missed success by a 

hair’s breadth. 

What was the background for such 
action? Chapter 312 of the Laws of 
1948, new section 3107.5, simply pro- 
vides. that any party convention in 
our state may put up a slate of electors 
on the ballot under the title: “Un- 
pledged Electors of the 
Political Party” and make provision 
for another slate of electors, if any- 
one wishes to put them up, under the 
title on the ballot: “Electors pledged 
to vote for and 
(Kennedy and Johnson). 

Both slates of electors would have 
the sanction of the party convention, 
but the slate designated “unpledged” 
electors would receive the blessing of 
the party convention, and be sup- 
ported officially by it. 

Is it necessary to put up candidates 
for the “unpledged” electors to sup- 
port? No, and to do so would be 
unwise. For the first four decades of 
the life of our republic, while it was 
known who sought the office, there 
were no party candidates as we know 
them today. What was good enough 
for Jefferson and Madison should be 
good enough for us today. Instead of 
subjecting candidates to four months 
of scurrilous abuse, we should just let 
the liberals wonder who they might 

The electors were supposed to 

use their discretion in electing the 
highest officer of the land. Why can 
they not do it today? 

If the Southern states should with- 
hold their electors and cast them for 
a third candidate, how would we fare 
in the House of Representatives if it 
should cause no candidate to receive 
a majority? 

This question, of course, can- 
not be positively answered by 
anyone. There is a great deal of 
dark talk about the dangers in- 
volved. Upon investigation this 
talk is always traceable back to 
the pro politician who profits by 
the present convention arrange- 
ment. While election by the 
House might not be a permanent- 
ly preferable arrangement, still it 
appears to be the only method 
whereby we may extricate our- 
selves from the deplorable situa- 
tion into which we have fallen. 
The people of the South and of the 

nation have just been suddenly made 
aware of the utter degeneracy and 
rottenness of the party convention sys- 








tem. They have just witnessed it in 
its sordid ugliness. 

I list these considerations in favor 
of throwing the election into the 
House: 1—The House of Representa- 
tives is fresh from the people, being 
elected every two years. 2—Al! should 
agree that we have reached the state 
where it is impossible for a great out- 
standing American statesman and 
patriot to ever again be President 
under the party convention system, 
because it is impossible for him to 
get the nomination. 3—Throwing the 
election into the House would break 
overnight the stranglehold of the po- 
litical parties and lead to a realign- 
ment of political parties upon honest 
and sound lines. Only some such 
cataclysmic event could bring this 
about. It would be foolish to think 
it could be brought about by agree- 
ment or voluntary arrangement. 4— 
It would reduce the power of the big 
state-big city vote. About five or six 
big states and cities now practically 
control the election. New York with 
its 47 electoral votes would have the 
same power as Arizona with three 
electoral votes, and Mississippi with 
eight electoral votes, since each state 
has but one vote in the House election 
of a President. 

About the only argument a- 
gainst throwing the election into 
the House is a negative one. It is 
said that the Representatives 
would vote along party lines and 
the result would be the same. 
This is not necessarily so. If the 
election should be thrown into 
the House, when the election 
there came up in January, 1961, 
the situation presented would be 
something like this: There would 
be two Democrats, one the ultra- 
liberal Kennedy, and the other, 
we will say, Senator Byrd, a 
staunch conservative; and a Re- 
publican, Nixon. Since none had 
a majority, and since someone 
had to give way, many thought- 
ful people think the Republican 
representatives would cast their 
votes for Byrd instead of Ken- 
nedy. It makes sense. 
Mississippians and aroused Ameri- 

cans everywhere are asking these 
questions: What can we do to save 
our country? Is a House election the 
answer? In case the election is close 
enough, the electors of one or two 
states might do it. It is possible that 
the six States’ Rights electors already 
elected in Alabama might do it. 

However slim the chance, it would 
be tragic to fling it away in the 
dubious hope that the Republican 
Party might be our Number Two 
enemy instead of Number One. 





‘Do-Gooders’ In New York State 
Are Fighting Among Themselves 


New York City’s professional pro- 
moters of “tolerance” are fighting 
among themselves. 

The chairman of the city’s Com- 
mission on Intergroup Relations 
(COIR), Dr. Alfred J. Marrow, re- 
signed this month with a blast at 
his lackadaisical staff and more than 
a hint of deep trouble in the Tanks 
of the “brotherhood brigade.” 

Marrow pointed out that COIR has 
an annual budget of almost $500,000, 
and thus was spending about $2,000 
a day of city money. “There were dif- 
ferences between the commission and 
its staff as to what constituted a fair 
day’s work,” he added. 

Dr. Marrow also noted that 
Mayor Robert Wagner had dragged 
his feet in following the agency’s 
recommendations — _ particularly 
when COIR asked permission to 
hold hearings on Negro boycotts 
aimed at forcing Harlem liquor 
stores to buy only from Negro sales- 
men. 

The resigning chairman said he be- 
lieved COIR’s budget could be cut 
$100,000 a year without impairing the 
agency’s efficiency, provided the staff 
got to work. COIR was. established 
in 1955, and was assigned the task of 
“eliminating prejudice, intolerance, 
bigotry and discrimination.” It also 
administers the city laws compelling 
integrated housing. 

As new chairman of the group, 
Mayor Wagner named Stanley H. 
Lowell, national vice-president of the 
American Jewish Congress and a di- 
rector of New York City’s Urban 
League. 


Meantime, a New York state in- 
tegration agency was also having its 





intergovernmental troubles. The State 
Commission Against Discrimination 
(SCAD) has cited the New York City 
Board of Higher Education, claiming 
that the board was guilty of “unlawful 
discrimination practices in the em- 
ployment or promotion of faculty 
members at Queens College.” 


The Board of Regents countered 
by obtaining a temporary injunction 
barring any SCAD investigation on 
grounds that SCAD lacked jurisdic- 
tion in the case, since a non-profit 
educational corporation was in- 
volved. 


New York City’s Commissioner of 
Education, Dr. James E. Allen, Jr., 
filed a brief supporting the Board’s 
stand. 


There were charges that Catholics 
were discriminated against in filling 
faculty vacancies and in promotions 
at Queens College. 


And in a strange bit of reverse 
maneuvering, New York Attorney 
General Louis J. Lefkowitz has de- 
clared war on “blockbusting” — the 
tried and tested technique for integra- 
ting a residential r.‘chborhood “with 
all deliberate speed.” 


Lefkowitz is considering drafting 
tighter laws to regulate real estate 
brokers, some of whom make lucra- 
tive livings in blockbusting. He sug- 
gested that brokers shouldn’t take 
Negroes into white neighborhoods 
to scare the whites into selling out 
—cheap! 


And, of course, once the profit 
motive is taken out of blockbusting, 
residential integration will come to a 
screeching halt in New York State. 
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Negroes Turned Away From White Schools 


As New Rochelle, N. Y., Keeps 


Negro police and Negro school of- 
ficials turned away Negro children 
from all-white schools this month. 

And lest the reader be deluded into 
believing that this true-life version of 
Uncle Tom took place in the Deep 
South, we hasten to assure that the 
dateline on the story reads New 
Rochelle, New York. 

New Rochelle, a_silk-stocking 
suburb of New York City, follows 
the Old Southern Custom of school 
segregation. Not by open and di- 
rect means, however—mercy, no! 


The good burghers maintain their 





separate schools through the subter- 
fuge of geography. 

It so happens that the Lincoln 
school, with an enrollment of 475, is 
93 per cent Negro. And last spring, 
when voters balloted 3-to-1 to build 
a new Lincoln school on the same site 
to replace the crumbling, 62-year-old 
structure, the NAACP hit the ceiling. 
But good sense prevailed, and plans 
are now underway for a new $1,300,- 
000 building on the same site. 

This fall, the parents of 12 Negro 
children decided to enroll their off- 
spring in a new all-white school on 





New Conservative Paper Launched 
By College Students In Mississippi 


Students from four Mississippi col- 
leges and universities have launched 
a new statewide collegiate newspaper 
emphasizing conservative political 
views. 

The first issue of “The Campus 
Conservative” has already been 
published. It is being distributed to 
students at all colleges and uni- 
versities in Mississippi. 

Editor of the new publication is 
John Perkins, a student at Millsaps 
College in Jackson. 

Perkins said “The Campus Con- 
servative” was designed to “give a 
medium of expression for students in- | 
terested in conservative governmental | 
principles amid growing trends of 
liberalism in colleges.” 

“Every student should have the 
opportunity to present his views,” 
Perkins added. “Our so-called 
‘liberals’ with their socialistic 
theories have monopolized the col- 
legiate press too long.” 

Stressing that the new paper will 
present articles on constitutional gov- 
ernment and States’ Rights, Perkins 
pointed out that the publication is not 
affiliated with any political party, 
faction, or individual. 

The staff includes, in addition to* 
Perkins as editor, W. T. Wilkins of 








the University of Mississippi, business 


manager; Wayne Trotter, Mississippi 
Southern College, managing editor; 
Jere Real, University of Mississippi, 
associate editor; and Harvey S. Lewis 
and Harley McNair of Mississippi 
State University, contributing editors. 
Other Mississippi colleges will be 
invited to join in backing the pub- 
lication, and present plans call for 
expansion to other Southern universi- 
ties as soon as a firm base is estab- 
lished. 
An editorial in the first issue setting 
forth the purposes of the paper said: 
“Man’s most perfect political sys- 
tem was not conceived by men who 
wanted a paternalistic, centralized 
Federal government. Yet, there are 
| those who seem to have forgotten that 
man’s needs are fulfilled by hard work 
and determination, not charity. 
“This paper will serve as a forum 
for the college students of Missis- 
sippi to oppose such false prophets 
and to support the principles of 
American Constitutional Govern- 
ment. We shall oppose forces which 
would change this nation from one 
of ambitious enterprisers to one 
with a population of beggars, hands 
outstretched to that omnipotent 
alms-giver, the Federal government. 
“We support the preservation of 
constitutional government and _ state 
sovereignty.” 





Hurrah, Says The Herald Trib 


(From the Richmond, Va., News Leader) 


In an exceptionally stupid editorial, 


the New York Herald Tribune 


burbled in perfect ecstasy over the Justice Department’s latest civil 
rights suit in Tennessee. The complaint charges 27 private citizens and two 


banks (the First State Bank of Brownsville and the Peoples Bank of Stanton) ’ 


with economic coercion of Negroes in an effort to keep Negroes from voting. 


“That such things persist,” 


Justice Department in cracking down 
wood County, Tenri.” 


cried the Herald Tribune, convicting the de- 
fendants without hearing one word of evidence, 
thing less than challenge to correction. 


“cannot be taken as any- 
And therefore we say hurrah for the 
on conspiratorial conditions in Hay- 


That sort of asinine reaction might be expected from the young 


ladies in soph 





gy at Vassar, though perhaps we do these 


darlings an industive: Some of them, surely, must have read the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which is more than one can say for the lad 
who wrote the Herald Tribune’s piece. What the Herald Tribune ‘s 
saying is hurrah for an action by the Department of Justice so flagrantly 


unconstitutional in its purposes, and 


so destructive of the very principles 


of a free society, under law, that every person who loves liberty, North or 
South, black or white, should be profoundly shocked by its implications. 
Hurrah for what? The suit charges that private citizens — not officials 


of government — have fired Negroes 
farming arrangements, refused to sell 


who register to vote, canceled tenant 
registered Negroes household neces- 


sities even for cash, boycotted merchants who sell to Negroes, refused to 
lend Negroes money, and persuaded wholesale suppliers to stop doing busi- 
ness with Negro merchants in communities supporting Negro registration 


drives. The suit asks a court order to 


halt such acts of coercion, under pain 


of fine and imprisonment for contempt of court. 
The Negrophiles who are crying “hurrah” would do well to lock 
themselves in a quiet room for a few hours, and there contemplate the 


Constitution of the United States, 


especially the Fifth, Ninth, Tenth, 


Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments thereof. They might 
possibly discover, on mature reflection, that not one word of the Con- 


stitution authorizes this incredible 


assault upon the rights of the in- 


dividual citizen in the conduct of his own affairs. 


The Fifteenth Amendment, for example, says that no State shall abridge 
any citizen’s right to vote on account of his race. The Fourteenth says 


that no State shall-enforce any law 
The Thirteenth says that involuntary 


abridging the privileges of a citizen. 


servitude shall not exist within the, 


United States, The Tenth reserves broad powers to the States and to the 
people. The Ninth further protects the broad, unenumerated rights of the 


The Fifth, backed by the 


people. 


Fourteenth, 


says that no person shall 


be deprived of his liberty or property without due process of law. 


The relationship between a farmer and his tenant is a close and personal 


relationship.. It is seriously contended 


that in a free country, a farmer can 


be compelled, under threat of a prison sentence, to take as his tenant any 


man a Federal judge orders him to 


banker may be compelled to loan his depositor’s funds to any prospective 
borrower? For the past six months, we of this newspaper have been defending 
the right of Negroes not to buy at stores whose policies they resented. But 
the Department of Justice seeks to deny this identical right 


in Tennessee, 


take? Is it seriously imagined that a 


to white persons who resent the policies of certain local stores there. 
Is Tennessee still in the Union? Does the Constitution still mean 
anything in terms of the rights of a freeborn citizen to buy, sell, hire, 
fire, and to act in his own personal life upon his own personal desires 


and convictions? 


We have just observed Constitution Day. Well, bully for Constitution 


Day. 


If Attorney General Rogers wins this suit, we can count it the last 


Constitution Day, and we can look forward to the time when the abolitionst 
Herald Tribune will be yelling hurrah for slavery and three cheers for the 


Department of InJustice for robbing 


free men of their right to be free. 





Segregation 


the edge of the city. When they ar- 
rived at the William Ward school, 
they were met by the city school 
superintendent, Dr. Herbert C. 
Clish, who ordered them back to 
Lincoln school and their Negro 
classmates. 


The Negroes departed, promising 
they'd try again at another white 
school. Next day, they did. Accom- 
panied by a Harlem lawyer, four 
Negro women took 13 children to 
the Roosevelt school. Roosevelt has 
555 pupils, including 6 non-whites. 
The 6 Negroes enrolled at: Roosevelt 
are children of United Nations dele- 
gates from Ghana and Liberia. Pre- 
sumably, imported Negroes rate higher 
than the domestic variety. 


Dr. Clish arrived on the scene, and 
was reinforced by the principal of 
Roosevelt school, a Negro woman 
named Dr. Barbara Mason. She told 
the Negro mothers that she “complete- 
ly believed in” and would strictly en- 
force school board regulations requir- 
ing pupils to attend the school nearest 
their homes. 


The Negroes left, with the Harlem 
lawyer muttering that they’d strike 
again. A few days later, the Negro 
parents and children showed up at 
a white school, equipped with chairs 
and books, ready for a “sidewalk sit- 
in” demonstration. 

But once again, they were out- 
witted. After having been turned 
away from one school by a Negro 
principal, the integration-minded 
Negroes were chased away from 
their sidewalk sit-in by Negro cops. 

All of which must prove something. 
But we're inclined to believe that the 
whole situation would have been 
much simpler to handle if the good 
burghers had followed their Old 
Southern Custom just one step further 
and labeled their schools frankly and 
openly as white and Negro. 

At any rate, Negroes in New 
Rochelle, N. Y. are happy — or un- 
happy. It all depends which ones you 
listen to. And it’s doubtful that dis- 
couraged Negro parents will challenge 
Negro police and a Negro principal 
while the latter two preserve the racial 


Wisconsin 


Peaceful rural areas of Wisconsin 
are waking up to a race problem. 

In fact, two weekly newspapers in 
Wisconsin published editorials on the 
subject one week last month. 

The Mid-County Times at Par- 
deeville, Wis., said it opposed hav- 
ing Negroes “join us as citizens of 
Wisconsin, Columbia County, and 
Pardeeville.” 

The Mid-County Times editor also 
lambasted both political parties for 
their radical pro-integration platforms. 

Meantime, the Sauk-Prairie Star 
noted that residents of the area may 
“face the Negro problem soon” be- 
cause of the increasing number of 
Negroes who come from the Chicago 
area on Sundays to fish. 

The paper questioned what the 
attitude of Sauk-Prairie residents 
would be if the Negro fishermen put 





down their poles some Sunday and 


Wakes Up 


To Race Problems 


attempted to attend local churches. 

And the editor went out of his way 
to praise local businessmen for their 
patience and forbearance in dealing 
with “the influx of Negro fishermen 
from the Chicago area.” 

“Yes, the ‘Negro problem’ is getting 
close to home,” the editorial con- 
cluded. “It isn’t going to be too long 
before we will be forced to make some 
decisions ourselves. Quite likely we'll 
have a fuller understanding of the at- 
titudes expressed in the South .. .” 

(Editor’s Note — We wish our 
Wisconsin friends the best of suc- 
cess in coping with their newly- 
discovered “Negro problem.” As 
their eyes are forcibly opened to 
the hard facts of racial realities, we 
predict that they will come to learn 
what we’ve known for the past 150 
years — that racial separation is 
the only sure way to racial peace.) 





A slender volume called “Essays On 
Segregation” contains more enduring 
truth than most of the pamphlets, 
books and periodicals now being 
printed on race relations in the United 
States. 

This little book of 106 pages con- 
tains articles by six clergymen of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church. Their 
approach to a subject that has been 
distorted out of all proportion in re- 
ligious as well as political forums is 
reverent and serious. They speak with 
as much authority, and in our judg- 
ment greater veracity, than certain 
other churchmen who have adopted 
new and alien concepts of race. 

These six clergymen, all South- 
erners, have performed a service to 
the people of all the states and 
every faith. They are bringing back 
into focus a Christian viewpoint of 

a troubling sociological question. 

The book was compiled by the Rev. 
T. Robert Ingram of Houston, Texas, 
who wrote the introduction and one 
chapter, both masterful discussions of 





integrity of a white school. 


a Christian position on race. 


Episcopal Clergymen Write 
‘Essays On Segregation’ 


Other contributors are the Right 
Rev. Albert S. Thomas, retired bishop 
of South Carolina; the Rev. Henry 
T. Egger of Charlotte, N. C.; the Rev. 
James P. Dees of Statesville, N. C.; 
the Rev. Edward B. Guerry of 
Charleston, S. C.; and the Rev. George 
M. Brydon, registrar and historio- 
grapher of the Diocese of Virginia. 


We commend this book to the 
public at large, especially to persons 
with pronounced views on either 
side of the race question. Most par- 
ticularly we recommend it to any- 
one troubled about the religious 
meaning involved in the contro- 


versy. é 


“Essays On Segregation” may be 
purchased for $2.95 from St. Thomas 
Press, P. O. Box 35096, Houston 35, 
Texas. The money would be well 
spent by individuals, congregations, 
study groups: or local Citizens’ 
Councils. The volume would be an 
invaluable addition to any library, and 
could be put to good use in South- 





ern schools. 





tEditor’s Note—This report by 
nationally-syndicated columnist 
William S. White is typical of a new 
trend. Every day, more and more 
patriotic Americans are seriously 
troubled by the racial demagoguery 
currently being employed by both 
political parties in their frantic 
campaign for minority-bloc votes. 
As White points out, the only event- 
ual winner in this campaign will be 
the Soviet Union.) 


By William S. White 

The United States of America is 
facing as perilous an autumn as it 
has ever known. In a darkening world, 
the presidential campaign is bedeviled 
by the demands of an hysterical pro- 
fessional “liberalism” and a racist 
demagoguery that has already all but 
paralyzed our policies abroad. 

Never have presidential candidates 
been under heavier obligation to put 
aside mere pressure group vote-catch- 
ing. What is at stake may be the 
survival of this country and of the 
Western alliance. 

Where we stand is perfectly clear, 
though to say it aloud is to invite 
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bitter attack from many quarters. So 
be it. 

The long and profoundly irre- 
sponsible auction-bidding among 
both parties for “the Negro vote” 
is assisting Soviet imperialist de- 
signs all over the world. We are 
deliberately helping in many. areas 
to destroy the last remnants of 
power of those Western nations 
which for generations have been our 
allies. And it was with just these 
nations that we once defeated 
another evil totalitarianism, Hitler’s. 

The bad old “colonial” Belgians 
have been driven at last from the 
Congo and a splendid new local “de- 
moracy” installed. At its head is a man 
who is obviously and dangerously in- 
competent and irresponsible—but a 
man who is allowed to defy and insult 
the United Nations itself. And the 
bad old “colonial” Dutch have been 
forced to leave Indonesia, down to the 
last single Dutch diplomat. 

These and other similar famous vic- 
tories have left large sections of the 
world either in chaos—a chaos for 
which the word “democracy” is a 
sentimental fraud — or ready to fall 
into the Soviet sphere. Morever, they 
have broken the Western alliance, in 
truth if not in formality. 

For all this we may thank a pro- 
fessional-liberal passion for a poli- 
tics which assumes not that the 
races are of equal value before God 
and the law—as indeed they should 
and must be—but rather that all 
wisdom and all virtue rests within 
the colored peoples alone. 


Columnist Urges Both Candidates To Stop 
Frantic Bidding For Negro Bloc Votes 


This is the one true dogma even 
where colored peoples are being thrust 
into an “independence” for which they 
are tragically unprepared. 

And the great majority of the 
white professional liberals who have 
forced these policies have never 
even been to sub-Sahara Africa and 
lack the faintest notion of the reali- 
ties there. They have a terrible 
simplicity of view: If you do believe 
in democracy’s independence, but 
believe that among the unready and 
uniformed it can only come gradual- 
ly, you are, of course, a reactionary. 

The Soviet dictator, Nikita Khrush- 
chev, prepares, without a by-your- 
leave, a propaganda visit to this 
country via an appearance in the 
United Nations — to a country whose 
president he has repeatedly insulted 
and threatened. This unexampled act 
of insolent intimidation conceivably 
could have been contemplated by 
Khruschev in any case. But his plan 
has surely not been harmed by the 
fact that American knee-jerk “liberals” 
almost outdid his own Soviet propa- 
gandists in attacking the United States 
in the “spy-plane” episode and so in 
cutting down American credit abroad. 

Then there is Fidel Castro’s Cuba. 
The evidence for months has been 
overpowering that this tinpot totali- 
tarian is raising a pro-Soviet bridge- 
head off the Florida coast. Here again, 
maybe Castro conceivably could have 
done it anyhow. But the saintly un- 
touchability instantly conferred upon 
him at the start by the professional 
“liberals” surely emboldened him. 
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